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Remarks 

In response to the Office Action of May 21 , 2004 in which claims 1-14 
rejected, and specifically in which claims 1-5 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102i 
as being anticipated by Buenik (U.S. Patent No. 2.606,570). claims 6-8 wej 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as being unpatentable over Buenik in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 1,841,354), claims 9-13 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 10c 
being unpatentable over Buenik in view of Bowen and Hollowell (U.S. Patent 
2,254,655). and claim 14 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03 as being unpatentali>|^ 
over Buenik in view of Inada (U.S. Patent No. 3.971.406), Applicant ame 
claims 1.10 and 1 4. and to clarify the patentable subject matter of the inven|ti!Q|^ 
and adds claims 1 5-1 8. No new matter has been added. 

Applicant acknowledges that Buenik is a tire inflation and relief valve, 
Applicant points out that it operates very differently and has very different plai 
and components. Buenik includes springs 35 and 37 v^ich cannot opi 
independently of each other due to being in series with each other withj 
moveable collar 34 therebetween. As such Buenik cannot operate in any mar ii 
similar to that of the present invention which has independent springs 26 and 
None of the other references including Bowen, Hollowell, and Inada. when take|i|i 
alone teach all of the elements of the claims of the present invention, and thei ( 
no teaching to combine any of these other references to overcome this deficie i 
in the Buenik reference. 

As a result of the amending of claims 1. 10 and 14. Applicant submits 
these claims and all of the claims dependent therefrom are patentable over 
references. As a result of this, Applicant has not responded to each and e 'ef|f 
detail as noted by the Examiner in rejecting these claims although Applicant n >1 
and is leseroing the right to later argue that the Examiner has overly simplified 
parts of the respective prior art and the Applicant's invention to make argumisi 
that are not justified by the specifications of the prk)r art in rejecting the claim! 
14. 
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-^r>piicant further notes that in response to the Draftsman's commeiils; 
r.rmai drawinqs are provided herewith. If the facsimile submission is not cle<i 
Applicant will be glad to provide a mailed copy, and Applicant asks that |t)|ipl 
Examiner let Applicant's counsel know if such mailing is necessary. 

In addition. Applicants acknowledges that this Office Action was dated Milaht 
21. 2004 and as such a response was due on August 21, 2004. or with a thresi 
month extension of time by November 21 , 2004 (which was a Sunday and tnMIsi 
November 22, 2004). A three month extension of time is required for aiji 
response and is hereby attached. 

John M. Vasuta, Esq. 



3y: John M. Vasuta, Req. No. 38.35!f 
/Attorney for Applicant 
^ P.O. Box 1151. Hudson. OH 44236 

l330> 328-5657 



I hereby certify that this "Response A" is being sent via facsimile to 703-872-9306 to the attention of: 
Assistant Commissioner for Patents of P.O. Box 14^. Alexandria. VA 22313 on November 22. 2C04. 
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BEST AVAILABLE IMAGES 

Defective images within this document are accurate representations of the original 
documents submined by the applicant. 

Defects in the images include but are not limited to the items checked: 

□ bUICK BORDERS 

□ IMAGE CUT OFF AT TOP, BOTTOM OR STOES 

Q-fV^ED TEXT OR DRAWWG 
ZQbLURRED OR ILLEGIBLE TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ SKEWED/SLANTED IMAGES 

□ COLOR OR BLACK AND WHITE PHOTOGRAPHS 

□ GR-\Y SCALE DOCUMENTS 
y-^^l^iES OR MARKS ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT 

□ REFERENCE(S) OR EXHIBITCS) SUBMITTED ARE POORQUALTTY 

□ OTHER: ^ 

IMAGES ARE BEST AVAILABLE COPY. 
As rescanning these documents will not correct the image 
problems checked, please do not report these problems to 
the IFW Image Problem Mailbox. 



